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INTRODUCTION. 


HOULD an apology be thought neceſſary for 
the taſk I have undertaken, I crave that the 
following may be admitted. Seeing a publication 
intituled, An AnsweR to the Enquiry why are you 
à Diſſnter,” I thought it an opportunity too favour- 
able to be. paſſed by without attempting to diſ- 
prove the arguments It contains; and though con- 
ſcious that there are others far better qualified for 
ſuch an undertaking, yet as they have not im- 
proved the opportunity, I have ventured on the 


attempt, confiding more in the truth of my cauſe, 


the ſincerity of my intentions, and importance of 
the ſubject, than either my own abilities, or the 
candour of others. Another powerful motive for 
undertaking the following work is, that they Who 
diſſent from us might ſee the inſufficiency of the 
reaſons they aſſign for doing ſh, and might have 
an opportunity (if they can) to produce others 
more - plauſible ; and one, ſtill yet ſtronger, is, 
that if what they have advanced in ſupport of their 
ſeparation (which I think cannot) be proved to 
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be more juſt, clear, and convincing, and more 
agreeable to the tenor and precepts of the chriſtian 
religion, than thoſe of our church, I may then 
become, what all ſhauld wiſh, and they profels 
themſelves, a truer and better Chriſtian : but ſhould 
the contrary be the caſe, they themſelves may 
ſee, that however ſtrongly they are attached to 
their principles, that they cannot be defended 
either by reaſon or religion, 


IN order to proceed in the cleareſt and moſt 
intelligible manner, I ſhall endeavour to anſwer the 
objections, as they are compriſed in the above- 
mentioned book (which are the principal and 
molt powerful advanced by Mr. Towgood, or per- 
haps any other) in the ſame order in which they 
are extracted; in the ſecond place, point out 
many great and important errors that are to be 
found in their principles; and in the third and laſt 
place, endeavour to prove, that the doctrines of 
the Church of England are purely and entirely 
apoſtolical, and in every point eſſential to ſalva- 
tion, perfectly and completely compatible with the 
precepts of the Chriſtian faith. 

The firſt principle (as they call it) on which 
they ground their diſſent is, © That no civil ma- 
te giſtrate can have any right, authority, or power 
te over the conſciences and religion of men.” — 
What can they argue from this, or indeed what 
can they mean by it? Do they intend by this to 
draw concluſions in ſupport of tlemſelves, or infer 

any 


L314 
any thing to the diſadvantage of us? Strange and 
aſtoniſhing method of reaſoning, to produce as an 
argument for diſſenting what we ſhould, if true, 
condemn as much as they can do. But this, to ſay 
no worſe of it, is but begging the queſtion, and 
taking that for granted which ſhould have been 
proved. For what they have objected againſt us 
is not to be found among the articles and doc- 
trines of our church, but, on the contrary, plainly 
and directly repugnant to what is contained in the 
37th article, viz. © That though the King's Ma- 
te jeſty hath the chief power in this realm of Eng- 
ce land, and other his dominions, unto whom the 
* chief government of all eſtates of this realm, 
te whether they be eccleſiaſtical or civil, in all caſes 
© doth appertain, and is not nor ought to be ſub- 
ce ject to any foreign juriſdiction; yet we give not 
e to our princes the miniſtering either of God's 
te word or of the ſacraments.” Now I would 
know what there is, expreſſed or implied, in the 
article above cited, that amounts to an inveſtment 
of the civil magiſtrate with right, authority, or 
power over the conſciences and religion of men? 
Does the crown, when it claims to itſelf a power 
over the eſtates of men, claim alſo a power over 
their conſciences and religion? does it ever uſurp 
the power ? does it preſcribe laws to men how, 
when, or to whom they are to offer up their devoe 
tions? or does it even inſiſt upon their having any 
religion at all? There is no one who can ſay that 
it does; for this would be to aſſume a power 
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which God himſelf does not; a power as abſolute 
as tyranny could invent, or the moſt abject ſlavery 
ſubmit to; for what power can be greater or more 
abſolute than that which triumphs over the con- 
ſciences of men? or what ſlavery more abject than 
that which yields up even the liberty of prayer and 
repentance ? and ſuch flavery they pretend we are 
under, to juſtify their deſertion of our church. But 
the falſehood of the imputation is too palpable to 
need refuting, as muſt appear by the following 
clauſe of the 20th article of the church of Eng- 
land, viz. * That it is not lawful for the church to 
© ordain any thing that is contrary to God's word 
ce written, neither may it ſo expound one place of 
« ſcripture that it be repugnant to another.“ An- 
other fallacious pretence (for fallacious I muſt call 
it, if by no worſe a name) is, that. © the civil ma- 
« giſtrate, claiming to himſelf the interpretation of 
ce the ſcriptures which contain the chriſtian reli- 
ce gion, is aſſuming a power with which no civil 
ce magiſtrate can be inveſted, without directly op- 
ce poſing the very genius and ſpirit of that divine 
&© religion which it pretends to eſtabliſh ; for the 
ce chriſtian religion is an addreſs to the reaſon and 
ce underſtanding of mankind, and eſtabliſhments- 
ec are an addreſs to their prejudices and paſſions.” 
This, like the other, is an imputation as void of 
truth and reality as of candour and ſincerity ; for 
to ſay that the magiſtrate has authority to interpret 
the ſcripture as he pleaſeth, is not, nor cannot be 
proved to be the caſe, I know no ſuch right, nor 
| | | have 
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have I before heatd of ſuch a right in this Chriſtian 
country, of the civil power to interpret the mean- 
ing of the ſcriptures. For it would, it muſt be the 
duty of every ſincere Chriſtian, were there ſuch a 
power exiſting, to reſiſt it, yes, even unto death 
(I mean as martyrs, not rebels); but, God be 
thanked, this is not the caſe. The ſcriptures are 
open to every one, and they that will may read-and 
interpret them according to reaſon and the tenor of 
the Chriſtian diſpenſation, and not the will of the 
magiſtrate, as Mr. Towgood has falſely aſſerted. 


I proceed now to what he objects to, as being 
an error of the higheſt importance, and on which 
he appears to ground the principal arguments for 
diſſenting. Would that I could prove the fallacy 
of this objection, without at the ſame time attach- 
ing ſome degree of ignorance or diſingenuity to the 
author of it! This is an objection ſo plainly the 
offspring of falſehood or error, that no one Who 
compares it with the articles from which it is 
taken, but muit be convinced that it proceeds from 
one of theſe ſources, I 

The objection is as follows: That the church 
© hath power to decree rites and ceremonies, and 
©« authority in controverſies of faith.“ Another 
alſo he couples with it, calling them. doctrines of 
the moſt important and dangerous conſequences ; 
© That every prieſt in this church, from the high- 
ct eſt archbiſhop to the meaneſt curate, hath power 
ce and authority from Almighty God, even in the 
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ce name of the Holy Trinity, to forgive, or to re- 
ce tain, the ſins of men.“ I ſhall therefore be more 
particular in ſhewing the falſehood of both. 

The church of England is accuſed of pretending 
to a power to decree rites and ceremonies, This 
cannot be conſidered unwarrantable ; becauſe rites 
and ceremonies are but the externals of religion, 
and not at all eſſential to the vital and ſubſtantial 
parts of it. Theſe are the dreſs in which ſhe 
makes her appearance; and religion can no more 
be altered by a change of ceremonies, than the na- 
ture of man can by changing the colour of his 
clothes, But the latter clauſe may appear liable 
to ſome exception; © and authority in controverſies 
ce of faith,” The plain and real ſenſe of which 
paſſage I conceive to be, not that the church has 
authority to ſettle and determine whether men ſhall 
believe this or that article of the Chriſtian faith, or 
whether they ſhall be Chriſtians or infidels ; this 
is a power, I have ſhewn, the church of England 
does not pretend to; a charge of this kind I 
ſhould have thought would not have been pro- 
duced; certain I am it cannot be made good ; 
for the church of England is a Chriſtian eſtabliſh- 
ment, and a Chriſtian eſtabliſhment muſt be con- 
ſonant and conformable to the goſpel ; and what- 
ever is conſonant and conformable to the precepts 
of the goſpel, can have no authority or power to 
ſettle or determine any thing, in matters of faith, 
contrary to the principles it contains; fo that to 
ſay that the church of England has “ authority in 
2 | * controverſies 
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« controverfies of faith, does not, nor cannot be 
ſuppoſed to mean that it uſurps a power of deter- 
mining men's faith. No, this is what it can nei- 
ther profeſs nor pretend to; for this were to be a 
Chriſtian church and no Chriſtian church; a moſt 
abſurd contradiction. Now the origin of this 
charge ſprings from ignorance or deſign. Igno- 
rance it cannot be; for whoever is able to read, 
cannot fail to underſtand the ſenſe and meaning of 
the article; it muſt then be from intention and 
deſign; a plain and undeniable proof that the cauſe 
is bad, when the defenders of it are obliged to have 
recourſe to the weak and fallacious aids of artifice 
and deceit, inſtead of thoſe of reaſon and rectitude; 
for the ſcope and meaning of the article is clearly 
and directly violated, and a moſt illiberal and forced 
conſtruction put upon it, widely different from 
the true one; for whatever is according to a rule 
cannot be a breach of it. Now to inſinuate, that 
any article of the church of England claims ſuch 
authority, would at leaſt be but to deſtroy the ſenſe 
of it, unſettle and overthrow its force, make the 
latter part contradict the former, and inſtead of 
proving it to be an article of dangerous tendency, 
prove it to be no article at all. Now this is pre- 
ciſely the caſe; for that nothing is contained con- 
trary to the tenor of the Chriſtian faith is plain by 
what follows of the ſame article, viz. © That it is not 
« lawful for the church to decree any thing that is con- 
t trary to God's word written, neither may it ſo ex- 
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« pound one place of ſcripture that it be repugnant Io 
« another.” 

The ſecond grand and mighty objedtion on 
which they lay ſo much ſtreſs, and pretend to be 
of huge and vaſt importance, is, © That every 
« prieſt in this church, from the higheſt archbiſhop to 
e the meaneſt curate in the land, hath power and au- 
&« thority from Almighty God, even in the name of the 
« Holy Trinity, to forgive or to retain the fins of 
« men;” ſaying, that it contains “ dofirines of the 
« moſt alarming and moſt dangerous nature, and alſo 
ce the very baſis and foundation of the whole ſyſtem of 
ce popery. This is a bold aſſertion, moſt ſtrange 
and contradictory, contrary to reaſon and religion, 
contrary to the ſenſe of the doctrines of the church 
and the common experience of mankind; both 
ungenerous and unjuſt; and will, I'am perſuaded, 
when explained, fully appear to proceed more 
from exceſs of zeal than truth or ſincerity. It is 
thought an inſtance of unwarrantable aſſumption, 
that the different miniſters of the church ſhould 
pretend to a power of forgiving or retaining fins. 
It muſt, as I have ſaid before, be remembered, 
that the church does not lay claim to order 
and enjoin any doctrine, ſacrament, office, or cere- 
mony, contrary to God's word written; there- 
fore, to impute to the church, things which 
are contrary to ſcripture, and contend that the 
church authorizes and allows them, when its ar- 


ticles declare, that it © ought not to decree any 
ce thing 
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* thing contrary to ſcripture,” is falſe and un- 
founded, or ſignifies (if it ſignifies any thing) that 
the articles are contradictory, Now, if the laws 
of the church contradict and condemn, in one ar- 
ticle, what they inculcate and enjoin in another, 
what does it but deſtroy its credit and authority, 
and inſtead of being a reaſonable and religious 
eſtabliſhment, make itſelf a mere compound of in- 
conſiſtencies; nay, its articles and doctrines being 
made thus repugnant to each other, it follows, that 
the church, ſo far from having the power which 
has been objected againſt it, has no power at all; 
for to be able only to will and act contraries, is 
to be able to do nothing, and 1s as if a man ſhould 
undertake to perform a long journey, by continu- 
ally going one half of it, and returning from 
whence he ſet out: now this 1s ſo abſurd and un- 
reaſonable a thing, that they cannot pretend to in- 
ſinuate that it is fo. If then the articles of the 
church are not contradictory, but on the contrary 
perfectly clear and conſiſtent, then the concluſion 
is, that the charge is both falſe and unfounded, un- 
generous and unjuſt, 
With this clue alſo we ſhall be able to remove 
the mighty objection of the © prieft having power 
& and authority from Almighty God, in the name of 
ce the Holy Trinity, to forgive or to retain the ſins of 
« men.” This muſt be explained therefore, as the 
articles enjoin, conſiſtently with the ſcripture, But 
how can it be conſiſtent with religion for men to 
forgive ſins? for men to aſſume this privilege, poſ- 
ſeſſed 
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ſeſſed by none but God? It is not meant nor in- 
tended that we can do ſo of ourſelves, of our own 
power or virtue, but by authority from our bleed 
Saviour, who ſaid unto his diſciples, “ Receive ye 
e the Holy Ghoſt: whoſe fins ye remit, they are 
« remitted unto them; and whoſeſoever fins ye re- 
« tain, they are retained.” John xx. 22, 23. 

Now the power was given them, as we ſee, from 
above; and this power does not conſiſt in any in- 
dependent ſelf- exiſtent capacity and ability in men 
themſelves, but in an act and operation of the 
Holy Ghoſt, through whoſe name men's ſins are 
enabled to be forgiven and retained. The command. | 
ment of our Lord and Saviour to St, Peter 1s a 
full and evident confirmation of this truth, that 
power was committed to men to forgive and retain 
ſins. Is not the ſpirit of God able to do all things ? 
Has he not entruſted men with this divine com- 
miſſion? And what is there that ſavours of popery 
in this? The prieſt does not of his own weak and 
impotent ability do this important work; no, the 
Holy Ghoſt, operating in and upon the miniſters 
of the goſpel, renders them worthy to take up that 
heavenly office. And to deny this, they muſt alſo 
deny that the ſpirit of God accompanies the 
preacher of his holy word, or that the ſpirit of God 
is capable of ſuch a power. The former argues a 
diſbelief of the ſcriptures ; the latter a denial of the 
Godhead, 

He then proceeds to our belief reſpecting the 


Trinity, as it is contained in the Athanaſian creed. 
And 
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And here he charges the church of England with 
uſurping a power, nay with being guilty of a bigh 
crime againſt the Majeſty of Heaven, for publiſhing in 
the church of Chriſt other terms of ſalvation and dam- 
nation than his goſpel has eſtabliſhed. But to accuſe is 
one thing, to prove another; and had the reverend 
gentleman made good this accuſation, it would, I 
allow, moſt fully juſtify his ſeparation. But what 
is here propounded for men's faith, is not contrary 
but conformable to the terms of ſalvation and con- 
demnation publiſhed by Jeſus Chriſt. That creed, 
whether it be Athanaſius's or not (for the creed is 
the ſame, whether he was the real author or no) 
enjoins no new commandments, preſcribes no more 
for our obſervance, than the laws of the goſpel re- 
quire, as our Saviour expreſsly ſays, Mark xvi. 16. 
« He that believeth, and is baptiſed, ſhall be ſaved; 
but he that believeth not, ſhall be damned.“ Now 
what is required in this creed, is alſo required by 
reaſon and religion. In order to be entitled to the 
name and character of a Chriſtian, a man muſt cer- 
tainly believe that Chriſt is his Saviour: and reaſon 
bids him aſk, who this perſon was? how inveſted 
with ſo great a power? whence he came? man 
he could not be, for no man can forgive ſins. Then 
who was he ? The ſon of God. St. Matt. xvi. 16. 
« Chriſt, the ſon of the living God.” Now the 
ſcripture poſitively declares that it is through the 
mediation and interceſſion of this Being, that a way 
15 opened for us to ſalvation; the breach made up 
between God and man; and an eaſy, certain, and 
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infallible mean to obtain eternal happineſ. And 
that the Holy Ghoſt the comforter was promiſed 
by our Saviour ſhould come, St. John xiv. 16. 
« And I will pray the Father, and he ſhall give 
* you another comforter, that he may abide with 
* you for ever.” Theſe are plain and incontro- 
vertible facts, approved by reafon, and ſanctioned 
by religion. What then do they object to? The 
Trinity they cannot? Why, that the church, with 
the authority of the holy ſcriptures, aſſerts that 
men . muſt believe the doctrines and precepts, : 
which are ſummarily contained in the Athanaſian 
creed: which doctrines and precepts are the ſum 
and ſubſtance of the Chriſtian faith. The reverend 
gentleman has himſelf ſaid, © That the objections of 
« the diſſenters to this part of the church's doftrines 
« did not ariſe from their diſpclief of the doctrine of 
ce the Trinity, for at the time of the ſeparation this con- 
« troverſy was whclly unattended to, and the majority 
« of the diſſenters even now do believe the dotrine of 
« the Trinity.” The objection then, it ſeems, is 
not to the Trinity. What then? Why the making 
the * Belief of any human explications of it, eſpecially 
&« thoſe of that proud and ignorant man (who fabri- 
te cated this creed) abſolutely and indiſpenſably neceſſary 
« to ſalvation, &c. which appears an at? of ſuch pro- 
« faneraſhneſs and preſumption as every good Chriſtian 
« fhould from his ſoul abhor.” That is, that not 
the creed, but the explanation of it, is impeached, 
and more eſpecially the author. How weak, ab- 
ſurd, and unreaſonable an objection, The objec- 
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tion therefore is not to the Trinity, but the expla- 
nation of it, and not ſo much to the explanation, 
as to the author. This is about as wiſe as it would 
be for a ſick man to refuſe the medicine which his 
phyſician preſcribes, not becauſe he has no need of 
it, but becauſe it is called phyſic; and not ſo much 
becauſe it would not benefit him, but becauſe the 
phyſician recommends it. Now will any one pre- 
ſume to ſay that an explanation of the ſcripture, if 
it contain what 1s conſonant and agrecable to its 
doctrines, ought not to be attended to, Surely 
not. For as whatever is agreeable to ſcripture, 
cannot be contrary to it; ſo what is not contrary 
to ſcripture, is agreeable to it. Now the Athana- 
ſian creed is not contrary to ſcripture, but plainly 
agreeable to it: therefore to condemn the creed, 
is to condemn what the ſcripture authoriſes and al- 
lows, and inſtead of reforming error, reſiſting truth, 


The next objection is, againſt part of the burial 
ſervice. That they do not diſlike all kind of ce- 
remonies, is evident, becauſe they uſe one them- 
ſelves. - The diſlike therefore is to the form of it. 
The ground and reaſons of this diſlike we will both 
conſider and confute, The part objected to is as 
follows: * That it hath pleaſed Almighty God 
ce of his great mercy to take to himſelf the ſoul 
ce of this our dear brother; we therefore commit 
* his body to the ground, in ſure and certain hope 
* of the reſurrection to eternal life ; we give God 
* hearty thanks, that it hath pleaſed him to deliver 
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ce this our brother out of the miſeries of this ſinful 
* world, and pray God that when we ourſelves 
* ſhall depart out of this life we may reſt in Chriſt, 
* as our hope is this our brother doth.” 

Here are two apparently heavy charges: the 
firſt, that it is inconſiſtent and repugnant to the 
Athanaſian creed; the other, that it is a fatal 
e ſuare to the ſouls of men, who ſeeing their debauched 
& neighbour diſmiſſed to the other world with ſuch con- 
« fidence of his good eſtate, ſuppreſs their fears, and 
« ſay, 1 ſhall bave peace though I add drunkenneſs to 
« rf.” 

With regard to the firſt of theſe charges: As the 


moſt effectual way to diſprove a thing is, to ſhew 


it to be contrary to itſelf; ſo the moſt effectual 
way of eſtabliſhing it is, to prove it to be conſiſt. 
ent with itſelf, What is thus ſtrained into an ob- 
jection is, that the Athanaſian creed pronounces, 
« that whoſoever will be ſaved, it is neceſſary before 
ce all things that he bold the catholic faith.” This 
plainly excludes all from ſalvation who live in open 
diſbelief and contempt of the Trinity. Then how 
can we ſay over all who are buried (the unbaptiſed, 
excommunicated, and ſelf-murderers excepted) 
© That it hath pleaſed Almighty God of his great 
© mercy to take to himſelf the ſoul of this our 
« dear brother.” The anſwer is eaſy; I have 
proved above, that the Athanaſian creed is not con- 
trary to ſcripture; it now remains to be proved 
that it is not contrary to the burial ſervice, as pre- 
tended, I am conſtrained again to diſcover that 
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'Mr. Towgood has, in the ardour of his zeal, loſt 
fight of truth, and by feigning an error, departed 
from ſincerity. To paſs over the palpable omiſ- 
ſion of part of the ſentence, which makes it appear 
in a different ſenſe from the true one; and by the 
fpurious aſſertion, that we © with much ſolemnity de- 
« clare, That it has pleaſed Almighty God ro take to 
er himſelf the foul of our dear brother, and hope, &c.” 
whereas inſtead of boldly declaring, we only hum- 
bly and charitably conclude it to be ſo. But to 
proceed to the objection, that the Athanaſian creed 
and the burial ſervice are contradictory : Let us 
ſee what the creed ſays; * That whoſoever will be 
r ſaved, before all things it is neceſſary that he hold 
* the catholic faith, which faith (that is the Chriſtian 
ce faith) except every one Reep whole and undefiled, 
er without doubt he ſhall periſh everlaſtingly.” This 
cannot be excepted againſt, without excepting 
againſt Chriſtianity. And as I have ſhewn that the 
Athanaſian creed does really contain the principles 
of the Chriſtian diſpenſation, ſo the preceding de- 
claration carries its defence along with it. For our 
bleſſed Saviour has himſelf faid, Mark xvi. 16. 
« That he that believeth and is baptized ſhall be 
x ſaved; but he that believeth not ſhall be 
& damned.“ Again, John xii. 48. © He that reject- 
te eth me, and receiveth not my words, hath one 
c that judgeth him.” Therefore, when the Atha- 
naſian creed declares, that the doors of falvation 
are ſhut to all unbelievers, what does it more than 
uſt the words of St, Paul, the ſecond epiſtle to the 

B Theſſalonians 
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Theſſalonians, ii. 12. That they all might be 
« damned who believed not the truth.” Since 
then it is not at variance with Chriſtianity, let us 
now ſee whether it be with the burial ſervice. The 
creed, according to the ſcriptures, withholds and 
denies ſalvation to all who live in a ſtate of impe- 
nitence and infidelity. The burial office, he ſays, 
claſhes wich the creed, by pronouncing at the in- 
terment of Arians and Socinians, that God hath in 
great mercy taken them to himſelf, and that we 
hope they reſt in Chriſt, when the church pro- 
nounced that they cannot be ſaved ; that they do 
without doubt periſh everlaſtingly. Here is cer- 


tainly ſomething like a contradiction, But let us 


cloſely examine, and endeavour to difcover whe- 


ther it be ſo in reality or only in appearance. 


That part of the creed that is produced to look 
like a contradiction to the burial ſervice, I have 
proved to be perfectly agreeable to the ſenſe and 
ſubſtance of the ſcriptures. 

Let us then take that part of the burial office 
which is accuſed of being repugnant and inconſiſt- 
ent with the creed. This will beſt be done by 


conſidering it apart; and ſeeing whether it be con- 


traty to reaſon and religion, if not, where the con- 
tradiction lies; for if it be ſhewn to have its 
foundation in either of theſe divine originals (as 
the creed inconteſtibly has) there then remains no 


contradiction at all, except what imagination has 


ſuggeſted, or inſincerity ſuppoſed. For whatever 


is conſiſtent with reaſon and religion, cannot poſ- 
ſibly 
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ſibly be contrary to what reaſon and religion ap- 
prove. It is, I believe, the ſentiment of the greater 
part of mankind at preſent, and always has been, 
that the remains of a being ſo noble as man, a be- 
ing endowed with ſuch wonderful faculties of mind 
and body, a being ſo much ſuperior to any other 
that we know; I ſay, it is the ſentiment at preſent, 
and has always been, that ſome kind of decency 
and decorum ſhould be obſerved in diſpoſing of the 
remains of ſo noble a part of the creation; nay, it 
is an act of religion, and our duty, to treat with 
ſacred and ſolemn reſpect the relics of one whom 
God has created in his own image, and will one 
day raiſe again from the dead. But this tribute of 
reſpect they ſeem not to diſapprove. To what 
then do they object? To the manner of perform- 
ing it? No, To the perſons by whom it is per- 
formed? No. To the perſon over whom it is per- 
formed ? This it ſeems they do, and to the form 
of the ceremony alſo. Though it be a truth, that 
there is no expreſs command in the ſcriptures to 
uſe a ceremony on ſuch occaſions, yet if it be 
judged convenient, for the fake of decency and 
decorum, to uſe one, provided fuch ceremony do 
not claſh with and contradict the ſcriptures; then 
the arguments for the uſe of it are ſo much ſtronger 
than thoſe for the diſuſe of it, as the poſſeſſion of a 
great good is preferable to the want of it. Now 
as the propriety of a form being uſed is granted, 
let us ſee what manner of form it ſhould be, It 
ſhould be ſerious and folemn, rational and reli- 


gious. That the office which the church of England 
B 2 uſes 
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uſes is ſerious and ſolemn, no one can deny; for 
the greater part, almoſt the whole, has not only the 
authority of the ſcriptures, but 1s chiefly compoſed 
of them. The remainder conſiſts of an acknow- 
ledgment of the merits of our blefſed Redeemer ; 
an humble confidence that our departed brother 
may experience the promiſed benefits and bleſſings 
of our Saviour's mediation ; together with an 
earneſt ſupplication, that we alſo may be partakers 
of eternal happineſs. This 1s the real ſenſe and 
meaning of what is contained in the burial office. 
In this there is not to be found any thing contrary 
to reaſon or religion, nor any thing that could be 
excepted againſt by any one, but by ſuch as, 
through ignorance or perverſeneſs, miſinterpret 
the true and genuine meaning of it. 

The proofs of the agreement of the burial office 
and the Athanaſian creed with reaſon and religion 
being themſelves plain and evident, it follows that 
they cannot poſſibly be repugnant to each other. 
For that two things, agreeing perfectly in all points 
to any given rule, cannot diſagree with each other, 
is a tiuth as incontrovertible as any in the whole 
circle of the ſciences. If the Athanaſian creed and 
burial office be thus defenſible on the principles of 
our holy religion, and as ſuch cannot be contrary 
to each other, we will anſwer the feeble and fal- 
lacious objections that are made to them, and quit 
this part of their intended impeachment. Let it 
be obſerved then, that when we ſay, & For as 
© much as it hath pleaſed Almighty God of his 


« great 
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te great goodneſs to take unto himſelf the ſoul of 
t our dear brother, &c.;“ we commit his body 
to the ground, in ſure and certain hope of the re- 
ſurrection to eternal life through our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt. But they will be ready to ſay, What, de- 
clare ſolemnly that God hath received the ſoul of 
ſuch departed perſon ? No, there is nothing like 
a declaration. It is but a hope, a confidence 
through Chriſt that it is ſo. Hope! A confidence 
that ſuch is the cale! What ground have you for 
ſuch hope and confidence? when you have de- 
clared, that “ all who do not hold the catholic 
&« faith without doubt fhall periſh everlaſtingly?“ 
I anſwer, that the Athanaſian creed containing the 
Chriſtian faith, we have the indiſputable and in- 
controvertible authority of our Saviour, who hath 
ſaid, © that he that believeth and is baptized ſhall 
« be ſaved, but he that believeth not ſhall be 
« damned.” 
But he may have led a wicked and ſinful life. 
And where is the man of any ſect whatever, wha 
can lay his hand upon his hearc and fay, I am per- 
fectly innocent; 1 have never offended in thought, 
word, or deed? A hard queſtion, but no leſs true 
on that account. But we hope, they may perhaps 
fay, to be ſaved through repentance. But this 
man died in a ſtate of impiety and impenitency. 
A ſelf-righteous, but moſt unchriſtian aſſertion. 
Will you after that awful injunction of St. Mat- 
thew, vii. 1. © Judge not, that ye be not judged ;” 
I fay, will you, after this ſolemn injunction, venture 
B 3 to 
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to pronounce concerning another, the dreadful 
ſentence of eternal condemnation ? Will you pre- 
ſume to ſay (except in thoſe caſes where our 
church has prohibited the ceremony to be per- 
formed) that this man died without repentance ; 
and therefore, according to the Athanaſian creed, 
ought not to have the ſervice read over him? 
What do you leſs in this cafe, than take upon you 
the prerogative of God, and with an impious pre- 
ſumption .condemn a fellow creature to endleſs 
and eternal miſery ? For who has ſufficient know- 
ledge to diſcern ? who ſufficient ability to know? 
whether a ſinner, upon a death bed, at the ap- 
proach of that period when his foul is about to 
launch into eternity, and all earthly things have 
loſt their reliſh and enjoyment, at that moment— 
when the dying man feels the fad miſtake of his 
paſt folly and miſconduct what may he not do 
in ſuch a ſituation ? May he not ſee the enormity 
of his offences in all their extent? May he not de- 
teſt his ſins, and deplore his ingratitude to God? 
May he not, I ſay, on ſuch a trying occaſion, do 
more? May he not be moſt heartily and unfeign- 
edly ſorry for his tranſgreſſions, and as ardently 
and fervently implore forgiveneſs of them ? Who 
can doubt it? Who can dilpute it? If any ſhould, 
I refer him to an inſtance of the higheſt authority, 
to illuſtrate and confirm it, that of the malefactor 
who ſuffered with a ſuffering Saviour; who, a ſhort 
time after he even reviled the Son of God, turns 
and prays to him for pardon and protection, ſay- 


ing, 
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ing, © Lord, remember me when thou comeſt into 
& thy kingdom ;” and his prayer was not reject- 
ed - but received - received with this gracious 
promiſe, © To-day ſhalt thou be with me in pa- 
ec radiſe.” Then, ſure, it is acting in a manner 
better becoming vs as Chriſtians, and candidates 
for heaven, to think the moſt charitably of others 
we can. And fince we cannot, without the bold- 
eſt and moſt audacious impiety and preſumption, 
venture to pronounce the dreadful ſentence of 
eternal miſery upon any one, having no authority 
from God for doing ſo; the authority committed 
to miniſters being, to“ take heed to the mini- 
ce ſtry; to preach the word, be inſtant in ſeaſon, 
« out of ſeaſon; reprove, exhort with all long ſuf- 
tc fering, and doctrine, &c.“ 

And if it be urged againſt this reaſoning, that it 
is repugnant to the office of viſitation of the ſick, 
I anſwer, that the power of forgiving and retain- 
ing fins, there mentioned, is but the continuation 
of what was delivered and practiſed by the apoſtles, 
I do not find it any where faid in holy writ, that 
the apoſtles either poſſeſſed, practiſed, or pretend- ' 
ed to a power of paſſing the final ſentence of irre- 
parable deſtruction on thoſe who were departed 
from this world; they commanded and inſtructed 
thoſe who were alive, © That they ſhould repent 
« and turn to God, and do works meet for re- 
ce pentance.” And ſhall we take to ourſelves a 
power greater than the apoſtles ? ſhall we deny 


the funeral rites to a man on a bare ſuppoſition 
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that he died in his ſins? or ſhall we not rather witz 
Chriſtian charity conclude the contrary ? 


The great and mighty objection of the burial 
office and the Athanaſian creed being repugnant 
to Each other is, I think, ſufficiently. removed; 
but if any thing further be required to effect it, 
however ſubtily they may argue, however illibe- 
rally they may invent, however unjuſtly they may 
object, and however obſtinately reſiſt conviction, 
the ſollowing clauſe of the burial office muſt, in 
the opinion of the diſpaſſionate and unprejudiced, 
be deemed a ſufficient and ſatisfactory reply. | 

They object to us, that in the Athanaſian creed 
we ſay cf unbelievers that they cannot be ſaved; 
and in the burial office we ſay over an unbeliever, 
That it hath pleaſed Almighty God to take to 
e hiniſclf the ſoul of this our dear brother,” 
though he be an unbeliever! How an unbe- 
lever? We do not over unbelievers; we chari- 
tably hope they were believers ; and charity is no 
unacceptable thing to God. Read a little further, 
and you will be convinced it is fo, viz. we pray 
e that we, with all thoſe that are departed in the 
e true faith, may have our perte& conſummation 
« ani biiſs, of which number we charicably ſup- 
« pe the deceaſed to be. his charitable con- 
cluſion they condemn. But our bleſſed religion both 
teaches and approves, and will reward.“ Above 
all chin gs have tervent charity, for charity ſhall 
te cover a multitude of ſins,” ſaith St. Peter, iv. 8. 

| And 


| „ 

And an uncharitable ſpirit and diſpoſition it 
diſlikes and diſcountenances, and will finally puniſh. 
* He that condemneth the juſt, is an abomina- 
te tion to the Lord.” Prov. xvii. 15, And allo, 
St. Luke, vi. 37. © Condemn not, and ye ſhall 
e not be condemned,” What objection can poſ- 
ſibly be raiſed againſt ſuch plain doctrines? One 
would think there could be none. | 

Are theſe the ſentiments of men that lay claim 
to a greater degree of piety ? Is this an improve- 
ment in religion? Is this an advancement in vir- 
tue? O virtue ! O religion! 

Let them, if they can, reconcile ſuch ſordid 
and illiberal artifices to God and their conſciences; 
but let us detect and diſregard them. 


There are two other objections, almoſt too 
trifling and inſignificant to deſe ve reply; the bare 
mention of them vill be ſufficient to ſhew their 
fal ſchood and abſurdity. The firſt is, the wil- 
ful (I had almoſt ſaid wicked) perverſion of a very 
plain ſentence. © We meekly beſeech thee, O 
« Father, that when we ſhall depart this life we 
ge may reſt in Chriſt, as our hope is this our bro- 
& ther doth;” which imports only a ſtrong nd 
ſteadfaſt confidence and belief of our departed 
brother's being received into Chriſt's boſom, and 
a firm and fervent hope that it will be our lot 
and portion alſo; not as they would inſinuate, a 
term and condition on which we ſtake our ſalva- 
tion. Such ſtraining and twiſting of a plain paſ- 
ſage from its true meaning I cannot help conſi- 

dering 
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dering a ſpecies of folly and fraud, equal to that of 
a bad man wreſting the ſenſe of the ſcriptures, and 
interpreting them in a manner that may accord 
with his own wicked way of living. 

The other is as falſe and fallacious as the former; 
that is, that the preceding Chriſtian concluſion, 
* That our departed brother reſts in Chriſt, is a 
« fatal ſnare to the ſouls of men, who will ſuppreſs 
c their fears, and ſay, I ſhall have peace though 
& J add drunkenneſs to thirſt.” —Who ſees not 
at one view the deceit and ſophiſtry of this infer- 
ence ? Mere trifling and prevarication. A fatal 
ſnare to the ſouls of men! what manner of men? 
Thoſe who fay, I ſhall have peace though I add 
drunkenneſs to thirſt ; that is, thoſe men who lead 
debauched and wicked lives; who deſpiſe and 
diſbclieve, or at leaſt neglect the Bible, may poſ- 
ſibly pervert the meaning of the burial ſervice, 
and make a Bible and religion of their own.— You 
will be pleaſed to obſerve, the reverend gentle- 
man very warily avoids ſaying that it will cauſe 
men to ſuppreſs their fears; that it will neceſſarily 
produce ſuch effect, but that it will be a ſnare to 
thoſe that do Meaning, I ſuppoſe, that having 
given vp religion and themſelves to take their 
chance, they will from ſome charitable expreſſions 
in the burial office, ſilence the complaining of their 
conſciences, and think charitably of themſelves, 
which is a piece of prudence equal to that of a man 
who ſeeing the ſalutary effects of opium in curing 
and removing ſome diſeaſes, ſhould from thence 

conclude 
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conclude it to be wholeſome and pleafant food, 
and turn that to his ruin and deſtruction which, 
if wiſely uſed, might have been the means of pre- 
venting it. 

Had he not uſed this precaution, he would have 
ſucceeded worſe than he has in ſpinning ſuch an 
important effect from ſo pretended and viſionary a 
cauſe; for had he ventured boldly to predict that 
it would be the caſe; that it would prove a fatal 
ſnare to the ſouls of men; his prophecy, long be- 
fore now, would have fallen to the ground; for I 
am certain, with whatever courage and confidence 
he might propheſy, he would not have boldneſs 
(I was going to ſay effrontery) cnough to affirm, 
that it has in a ſingle inſtance been fulfilled. 

I have been led unwarily to a greater length, 
conſidering the ſmallneſs of this preſent work, in 
my anſwer to this objection, than I at firſt in- 
tended ; but I found it replete with ſo many incon- 
oruities, miſrepreſentations, and abſurdities, that I 
could not tell how to leave off anſwering them. 

Though I confeſs to have left any one unan- 
ſwered would have been of as much conſequence 


as leaving the whole, they all being of the ſame © 


importance; but as, notwithſtanding all their un- 
reaſonableneſs and inſignificance, they have hi- 
therto, and do at preſent, obtain weight with ſome, 
I thought this conſideration would be a ſufficient 

excuſe for doing ſo. 
Having aimed this blow at the fundamental 
parts of the church of England, her doctrines 
(which 
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(which I hope I have ſhewn might eaſily be 
turned aſide) he next directs his attack to the 
ſpirit of the church, which he would repreſent 
as hoſtile to the ſpirit of Jeſus Chriſt, becauſe he 
commands his miniſters. © not · to ſtrive, but to be 
« gentle to all men, in meckneſs, inſtructing thoſe 
« who gainſay.“ Tim. it. 24, 25.—* And the 
et church of England intrenches itſelf deeply under 
e ſhelter of penal laws, and from thence thunders 
© out its excommunications and threats of fines 
« and impriſonments upon any one who ſhal! dare 
ce to write or ſpeak any thing derogatory to its ce- 
« remonies and forms of worſhip, or its articles of 
te faith.” One would think it impoſſible that any 
man in his ſenſes could have made ſuch an obſec- 
tion; ſure I am, that no man who is not bereft 
of them could be ſwayed by it, did he give it a 
ſerious reflection. Let any one conſult act iſt of 
Elizabeth, and gth and 1oth of William the 
Third, and they will find what is here ſo vehe- 
mently oppugned to contain only ſuch fines and 
penalties as are obviouſly intended to preſerve our 
holy religion from contempt, deriſion, and abuſe; 
and being the church of Jeſus Chriſt, it never 
owed its ſupport to the powers, preferments, and 
. riches of this world, but to the powers of Heaven, 
the preferments of God's goodneſs, and the riches 
of his grace. It had its foundation in pure religion, 
and 1s ſupported and upheld by the mercy and 
goodneſs of God. Nor can it be ſaid that the pro- 
tection of the civil magiſtrate can be injurious to 
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Ut but the ſcriptures ſufficiently declare that their 
oppoſition can be greatly ſo; and contain num- 
berleſs commands *© to ſerve and obey, to reve- 
* rence and to pray for kings, and for all that are 
ce in authority; that we may lead a quiet and peace- 
ce able life in all godlineſs and honeſty.“ 

It has been judged proper by all wiſe legiſla- 
tures, in all ages of the world, to enact laws, penal- 
ties, and puniſhments, for the preſervation of the 
rights of civil ſociety, and the defence of the lives 
and liberties of the ſubjects; and all prudent per- 
ſons allow this to be uſeful, juſt, and neceſſary. Is 
religion then a thing of ſo mean and contemptible 
a nature as not to be thought deſerving of protec- 
tion and defence ? or are liberty and property of 
ſuch ineſtimable value as to be conſidered alone 
deſerving of them? If any thing in the world be 
worthy our value and eſteem, our reverence and 
regard, our protection and defence, is it not reli- 
gion? Will you pretend to deny it? will you con- 
tradict ſo plain a thing? as well might you ſay 
that happineſs and miſery are only chimeras of the 
brain, and that truth and falſchood are the ſame. 

But if you cannot with any pretence and colour 
of reaſon find fault with the juſtneſs of religion, as 
well as liberty and property, being protected by the 
civil arm, you will with the manner in which it is 
done, and endeavour to inſtance it in ſome of the 
canons of the church of England. Let us ſee what 
they are. The firſt is to canon the 4th, © That 
« whoſoever ſhall affirm that the form of God's 

« warſhipy 
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-& worſhip, contained in the common prayer, hath - , 
« any thing in it that is repugnant to the ſcriptures, 
© Jet him be excommunicated, ipſo facto; and 
ee not be reſtored but by the biſhop of the place, 
« after his repentance, _ public recantation of 
ﬆ« ſuch his wicked errors.“ 
You are conſtrained to admit that it is as reaſon- 
able and neceſſary that there be laws to defend re- 
ligion from open contempt and inſult, as to protect 
our lives, liberties, and properties from violation; 
and that the breach of theſe laws be followed by 
puniſhment; and that the puniſhment be propor- 
tioned to the extent and magnitude of the crirae. 
Is there no difference between him who diſturbs 
and inſults the eſtabliſhed religion of a country, and 
him who only flights or diſregards its legiſlators ? 
is he who robs another of his purſe, equally guilty 
with him who would (if poſſible) rob him of his 
religion ? or is it a ſmaller crime to offend God 
than our neighbour ? Then why ſhould the man 
(I had almoſt ſaid the wretch) who reviles and in- 
ſults religion, and annoys and interrupts the pro- C | 
ſeſſors of it, be thought deſerving ef a ſmaller pu- 
niſhment than he who only injures the property of 
individuals ? and ſuch are they who are threatened 
with theſe puniſhments, © That if any perſon 

ce ſhall, by open words, declare or ſpeak any thing 
© to the derogation, depraving, or deſpiſing the 

&* book of common prayer, &c. he ſhall for the 

ec firſt offence forfeit an hundred marks, for the 

cc ſecond four hundred marks, and for the third 
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ee all his goods and chattels, and ſhall ſuffer im- 
ce priſonment during life.” For a proof that this is 
not repugnant to the ſpirit of Jeſus Chriſt and the 
apoſtles, witneſs the puniſhment of Ananias and 
Sapphira—and the inſtance of our bleſſed Sa- 
viour, who with a ſcourge drove out of the temple 
thoſe who had 3 it by making i it © a houſe 
© of merchandize.” 

The conſtitution of the church of England is alſo 
thought liable to exceptions. Let us hear them, 
that we may know whether they be capable of de- 
fence or no. The 19th article explains what is 
the nature of the church of Chriſt, which we truft 
the church of England is: © The viſible church of 
cc Chriſt is a congregation of faithful men, in the 
« which the pure word of God is preached, and 
ce the ſacraments be duly miniſtered according to 
ce Chriſt's ordinance, in all thoſe things that of ne- 
« ceflity are requiſite to the ſame.” 

But though the explanation be allowed as per- 
taining to the church of Chriſt, yet it is queſtioned 
whether it will hold with regard to the church of 
England: Firſt, Whether it be a holy church? What 
reaſon is there to doubt it? They ſay ſhereceives into 
her boſom multitudes of the moſt debauched, and 
profligate, and profane men. It has happened here, 
as it frequently does 1n other caſes, that the wea- 
pons that are employed againſt the innocent are 
turned upon thoſe who unjuſtly uſed them ; for 
this aſſeveration completely anſwers their laſt men- 
tioned objection to what they call the ſpirit of the 

church, 
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church. There they accuſe the church of being 
ſcrupulous in regard to—nay unchriſtian and un- 
charitable, in making uſe of means to preſerve ita 
rites and doctrines pure and undcfiled: Here they 
charge it with negligence and remiſſneſs in giving 
admittance to the profligate and profane; I his 
imports that the ſame thing is ſevere and not ſe- 
vere, negligent and yet careful at the ſame time. 

This is what Mr. Towgood would call in us a 
piece of logical legerdemain, which he could not 
comprehend. But the falſhood of it will be ſeen 
by what follows—When, inſtead of the profligate 
and profane being received, it is ordered, That 
« if any be an open and notorious evil liver, or 
« have done any wrong to his neighbotirs, by 
« word or deed, he preſume not to come to the 
© Lord's table until he hath openly declared him- 
« ſelf to have truly repented and amended his for- 
© mer naughty life.” In this the church does all 
in its power to prevent the unworthy from par- 
taking of her ceremonies. But if men will be hy- 
pocrites, can we be accountable for it? No, we are 
quit; and they are reſponſible to him * who 
« ſearcheth the hearts.“ 


The next pretended ſubjects of cenſure are, the 


orders and dignities of the church, which are art- 


fully collected and ſummed up together, to 
add weight to the objection, as if it were the 
names or numbers of the biſhops, and not 


their nature and employment, that offends them; 
That 
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That the names or numbers of the biſhops cannot 
be juſtly found fault with is plain, for this office 
prevailed during the time of the apoſtles; other- 
wiſe it would not have been ordained, “ That a 
ce biſhop mult be blameleſs.” Titus i. 7. There 
were numbers of this office alſo, or St. Paul would 
not, in his epiſtle to the Philippians, have addreſſed 
himſelf to the biſhops. 

The exception to the different degrees below 
them needs no anſwer; it is an anſwer to itſelf; 
for if no reaſon can be given why there ought to 
be no biſhops, but on the contrary many clear and 
cogent ones that there ſhould be, there cannot poſ- 
ſibly be any to the lower degrees, any more than 
there could be to inferior and ſubaltern officers in 
an army, by one who allows that there ſhould be 
chiefs and commanders. 

The office and employment of the primitive 
biſhops —St. Paul, Timothy, Titus, James— 
whoſe province it was to ſuperintend the offices 
and ordinances of the churches ; to exhort and re- 
commend the deacons to diligence and earneſtneſs 
in the performance of their duties; to be holy, vir- 
tuous, and wile; and © to give attendance to ex- 
ce hortation and doctrine.” This is the nature of 
the biſhop's office now, and they might as well ſet 


about to diſprove, that the ſun cauſes either light 


or heat when in the meridian of its glory, as to maine 
tain that the office of a biſhop was not in uſe in the 
primitive ages of Chriſtianity; for in doing this 
they would contradict the ſcriptures, inſult the rea- 
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ſon and underſtanding of mankind, and deſtroy the 
credit and rectitude of their own intention and 1 in- 


tegrity. 


Another weighty and important objection is, to 
ſponſors, and alſo to the queſtions put to infants at 
baptiſm; which they term © contrary to all ſcrip- 
e ture and reaſon.” It is an indiſputable fact, 
that when men change their opinions to avoid the 
odium and reproach of impotence and inconſtancy, 
if they cannot find a pretence, they will generally 
invent one; for ſuch is the unhappy diſpoſition 
of moſt men's minds, that they would rather be ac- 
cuſed of baſeneſs than ignorance, and would ſooner 
be puniſhed for vice than convicted of folly. And 
this is the fatal cauſe of almoſt all thoſe unchriſtian 
diſputes— differences in opinion falſe reaſonings 
cavils— bickerings and contentions, which are a 
Juſt reproach to Chriſtians — a ſad ground of tri- 
umph to infidels, and a great offence againſt the 
majeſty and goodneſs of God, 

The cuſtom of having ſponſors in barkiſen can- 
not, I am well aſſured, be proved to be repugnant 
to the ſcriptures, becauſe the uſe of them there 1s 
neither commanded nor forbidden. They cannot 
have the confidence to aſſert that it is prohibited; 
neither if they had would they have any title to be 
believed, But as I would argue ad judicium, and 
not ad ignorantium, I ſhall ſhew that it is not only 
not contradictory to ſcripture, but clearly compa- 
tible with it; and a proper and powerful inſtru- 
ment 
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ment to promote and propagate the Chriſtian 
ſcheme. Religion ! © pure religion and undefiled 
te before God, is to viſit the fatherleſs and widows 
© in their affliction, and to keep himſelf unſpotred 
from the world * and, next to actual and prac- 
tical religion, is the uſing of diligent endeavours to 
prevent it from falling into diſeſteem and neglect, 

and the keeping thoſe who have embraced it 
firmly and ſteadily attached to it. This is the de- 
ſiga of ſponſors in baptiſm. They are, as it were, 
guardians and truſtees, to take care and watch over 
the infant's education, morals, and religion ; and 
as ſuch, they will have to render an account of 
their important truſt and charge, This being the 
great benefit and utility ariſing from ſponſors in 
baptiſm, I appeal to the reaſon, the conſcience, 


the common obſervation, the common candour of 


mankind, whether there be any thing reprehen- 
ſible in all this? I aſk, I demand, whether there 
be any thing in this either ſtrange or contrary to 
ſcripture and reaſon ? Nay, whether it be not en- 
tirely conſonant to the very language, ſenſe, and 
ſentiments of both, 

As to the queſtions which are put to infants in 
baptiſm, and which is charged with being contrary 
to reaſon, it will be no difficult matter to vindi- 
cate. That interrogatories are forbidden in ſcrip- 
ture cannot be proved; neither can they produce 
any argument or authority from them to ſhew 
that they were not uſed among the F 
Chriſtians, 
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But to put queſtions to infants is condemned as 
contrary to reaſon and common ſenſe. And in- 
deed, were it expected that the infant ſhould return 
an anſwer, it would be fo. This is in the nature 
of the thing iinpoſſible. But why then aſk for that 
to be done which 1s impoſſible to be done ? I an- 
ſwer, that the child by baptiſm being become a 
member of Chriſt, and an inheritor of the kingdom 
of Heaven, on the promiſe and conditions of belief 


in God, renouncing the devil and all his works, 
and obedience to God's holy will and command- 
ments; it will not be denied that theſe are the 


proper qualifications for baptiſm. But the child 
is unconſcious of it, you would intimate, and there- 
fore it cannot be a reaſonable ſervice. Is nothing 


then reaſonable and proper to be practiſed but 


what is underſtood? Admit it, and what will be the 
conſequence? we muſt renounce the ſcriptures, 
becauſe we know not how or in what manner they 
were revealed, we muſt diſbelieve that there is ſuch 
a being as God, becauſe we cannot comprehend 
him; we muſt even reject the operations of our 
minds, and deny the certainty of our own exiſtence, 
becauſe, though we ſee and behold ſuch things, we 
know not what they are, nor even the manner in 
which we fee them. 

Whatever alfo is above our reaſon (for things 
may be above our reaſon, without being contrary 
to it) if it promote the cauſe of religion and virtue, 
ſhould be employed. And that ſponſors are ca- 
pable of doing great ſervice to religion, by ſeeing 
| 2 the 
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the child carefully and early inſtructed in its ors 
ciples and duties, made acquainted with the nature 
of the promiſes that have been made in its name, 
and the obligation it is under of fulfilling them; 
this cannot be denied; for ſhould the parents ne- 
glect to attend to the religion of their children, or 
by death be rendered incapable of doing it, they 
are likely to have thoſe whoſe duty it is to ſee them 
brought © up in the nurture and admonition of the 
« Lord.” 

And as to the reaſonableneſs of queſtions e 
put to infants, and anſwers being made by others, 
the occaſion of this objection will vaniſh, when it is 
conſidered that the queſtions put to infants are the 
ſame as are put to thoſe of riper years ; and the 
anſwers made by their ſponſors ſuch as ſhould be 
made to entitle them to the privileges of baptiſm, 
were they capable of giving them ; and as in the 
caſe of making a compact with a man who poſſeſſed 
neither the faculty of ſpeech or hearing, though 
one who has thoſe faculties mult be employed to 
act for him, yet as he would be reſponſible for the 
breach of the agreement, the queſtions ought in all 
reaſon to be put to him ; ſo alſo in baptiſm, as the 
child is under obligation to perform what is pro- 
miſed in its name, it ſhould therefore have the _ 
tions propoſed to it. 

I ſhould now, in purſuance to my plan, have 
anſwered the objections (if they deſerve that name) 
which remain, though they be the weakeſt and 
leaſt ſignificant, and then have proceeded to ſhew 
' : the 
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the various deſects and errors obſervable in their | 


refined and new framed ſyſtem of divinity ; ; and 


laſtly, have proved the antiquity, purity, and apo- 
ſtolical origin of the church of England; but as a 
traveller ſet out upon a long journey, with but 
little time to perform it in, and longer hindrances 
upon the road than he had foreſeen, may be obliged | 


by the approach of night to defer the proſecu- 


| tion of it for a while, ſo I find myſelf obliged to 


ſtop, having reached the utmoſt boundary of my 


work. | 


I am not ſo vain as to imagine at what] have 
faid will have weight enough to add many mem- 
bers to the eſtabliſhed church; no, I am too well 
convinced how difficult i it is to root out principles 
that have been implanted by education, confirmed 
by example, and ſtrengthened by the force of con- 


tinual habit, even in the moſt open and ingenuous 


minds; much leſs can 1 expect that my feeble 
efforts ſhould be able to convince thoſe who are 
ſlaviſhly fettered with the iron links of intereſt 
and Arche preferments, for diſſenters are not all 
poor. 

But I ſhall think my labour amply rewarded, 
ſhould 1 be the inſtrument of reclaiming one 
from error and darkneſs, and happy, inexpreſſibly 
happy ſhould 1 be, to ſee that impenetrable miſt 


. Temoved from men's minds, which darkens their 


underſtandings, miſleads their judgments, and 
weakens and enervates all that is noble in man; 
when al men become of one mind, one will, one 

N intereſt, 
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In and ſelfiſn opinions ſhall ceaſe, == 
ongue ſhall confeſs that J eſus Chriſt 

d the glory of ns the Father. Phi- 
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